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belonged.    If it be found   to  have  belonged   to   the  Aryan,

Dravidian or Dravido-Aryan family, the hypothesis that the
Sumerians or Chaldeans came from India would be established
on a firm and sound basis, and beyond the shadow of a doubt
It is to be hoped that philologists would direct their earnest
attention to make researches in this line, though it must be
stated here that, so far, the result of their spasmodic and
desultory investigations has established a resemblance
between the Sumerian and the Dravidian languages. Be that
as it may, l( it must be understood that the Sumerians,
whatever their precise racial affinities, were a different people
from the Semitic races that superseded them. There is
reason to believe that they were an -essentially creative race,
whereas the Semites, and in particular, the Assyrians, were
pre-eminently copyists and adapters rather than originators.
It would appear that all the chief features of a later Assyrian
civilisation were adumbrated, if not indeed fully elaborated
in that early day when the Sumerians were dominant in
southern Babylonia. Even the cuneiform system of writing,
with all its extraordinary complexities, is believed by philo-
logists to give unequivocal evidence of Sumerian origin/'1

As regards the Babylonian religion, it " was Jargely
influenced by the Sumerians, which was an astral religion.
The names of the Gods are found written with the same
ideograms, although they were doubtless pronounced
differently.5^

That the Sumerians introduced agriculture in Babylonia,
which they carried on by means of irrigation from a number
of canals specially constructed for the purpose, has already
been referred to. " They also excelled the Semites in artistic
spirit and ability, perhaps also as traders and mariners, arid
the latter probably imitated the former, and seldom reached
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